The work is presented with two conflicting titles: "SHARED DECISION-MAKING FOR PEOPLE LIVING WITH DEMENTIA IN EXTENDED CARE SETTINGS: A SYSTEMATIC REVIEW" and "SHARED DECISION-MAKING FOR PEOPLE LIVING WITH COGNITIVE IMPAIRMENT IN EXTENDED CARE SETTINGS: A SYSTEMATIC REVIEW". This conflict extends to the published protocol: the title of the protocol refers to dementia, but the search strategy mentions autism and other conditions. My preference would be for the strict criterion, since I think different conditions can lead to very different results. Moreover the background is focussed only on dementia and the great majority of the works included in the revision refer to patients with dementia. If the authors want to use also articles on Huntington's disease, cognitive impairment and learning disabilities I think the background should be widened and a limitation should be added pointing to the heterogeneity of the conditions studied.
Minor points
General remarks: -Correct "Huntingdon's disease" to "Huntington's disease" -Correct ";" to ":", page 15, lines 37 and 46, page 16, line 31 and in the flow diagram -Is it possible to summarize the stage of the dementia syndrome? A person with mild dementia has different problems from a person in a severe/very severe stage of dementia, and decision-making can differ a lot. -"Extended care settings" definition is deferred to page 5, line 49. In my opinion it should appear early in the paper (first lines of the background section). Abstract -page 2, line 5 :"Shared decision making ... dementia care." should be under the heading "Background" -page 2, line 12 (Design) or at the end of the abstract: report systematic review registration number -page 2, line 21: "Of the 19 included studies 7 involved people living with dementia", while on page 9, line 36 you can read: "Most paper (n=15) focus on people living with dementia": these two sentences seem to contradict each other Strengths and limitations -The first two points seem more aims than strengths Background -page 4, line 14: I do not understand the sentence "People who are unavailable for many of the day-to-day decisions undertaken in extended care due to time and geographical constraints." Methods - 
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE

Reviewer Comment Response Editorial requirements
Please update the search, as this now over one year old.
-Please revise the Strengths and Limitations section (after the abstract) to focus on the methodological strengths and limitations of your study rather than summarizing the results.
-Please include the search dates in the abstract.
The search has been updated as per your request.
Strengths and limitations have been revised to focus on methods rather than results.
Search dates have been included in the abstract as requested.
Reviewer: 1 A interesting manuscript about an important topic.
Thank you.
Reviewer: 2 A few caveats.
It is somewhat questionable that you have included a range of cognitive impairments in this review. There are considerable differences between a teenager with ID and an Thank you for taking the time to thoroughly read and review the manuscript.
Your comments are addressed below. Identifying specific areas of decision-making that are notably problematic is important but was beyond the scope of this review.
The typos and sentences that you highlighted have been revised as per your recommendations.
Reviewer: 3 The authors did a systematic review on an important topic, relative to decision making in patients with cognitive impairment/dementia. They did not find many papers on the subject, most of them were works conducted with qualitative instruments, and the aims were rather disparate so they correctly decided to conduct a narrative review.
There is however a major point on the reference population I wish to rise. Your comments are addressed below:
Thank you for highlighting this inconsistency, the title of the review has been revised.
Reviewer Comment Response
Huntington's disease, cognitive impairment and learning disabilities I think the background should be widened and a limitation should be added pointing to the heterogeneity of the conditions studied.
Minor points
General remarks: -Correct "Huntingdon's disease" to "Huntington's disease" -Correct ";" This sentence relates to family care partners who are often unavailable in extended care settings. The sentence has been revised to make the meaning clearer.
The sentence has been revised.
Only 2 studies were identified that had the primary focus of shared decision-making in extended care. The sentence has been revised to 
GENERAL COMMENTS
This is an important but seldom explored area. This is an excellent paper which addresses the challenges of decision-making in cognitive impairment. The only slight disjunct I see is between the study objective which asks the question "how people living with dementia can be included in decision-making" and the results and conclusions which provide a somewhat different answer. Also, the results and conclusions text are too similar.
VERSION 2 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer Comment Response
Reviewer: 2 This is an important but seldom explored area. This is an excellent paper which addresses the challenges of decision-making in cognitive impairment. The only slight disjunct I see is between the study objective which asks the question "how people living with dementia can be included in decision-making" and the results and conclusions which provide a somewhat different answer. Also, the results and conclusions text are too similar.
Thank you for taking the time to review the manuscript.
Your comments are addressed below.
The study objective aimed to identify "how people living with dementia can be included in decisionmaking?" The results presented identify that there are a number of tools and resources that have been developed to support, measure and facilitate involvement in decisionmaking. On p10 we explain that "results are presented in crosscutting themes that explore decision-making participation or involvement for people living with a cognitive impairment in terms of; how shared decision-making is understood and how participation in decision-making is measured, facilitated and inhibited." I hope that helps to clarify how the results answer the question.
The conclusions text has been amended.
